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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH{S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
afler SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

> If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be consldefBd timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
• Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1)E Responsive to communlcation(s) filed on 24 July 2003 . 
2a)|3 This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fornial matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) E Claim(s) 1-10 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 4 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) H Claim(s) 7 is/are allowed. 

6) E Claim(s) 1-3.5.6 and 8-10 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Ctaim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 24 July 2003 is/are: a)I3 accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

11) 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)n approved b)[3 disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

1 3) n Acknowledgment is made of a daim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

1 5) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 

Attachment(s) 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited {PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). , 

2) O Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review {PTO-948) 5) IZI Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) {PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's arguments filed on July 24, 2003 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The substitute specification of July 24, 2003 has been approved for entry. 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the pipe of claim 6 must be shown as 
a loop or the feature(s) canceled fi-om the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1, 83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the structure of claim 10 must be 
shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the appUcation. The objection to the drawings will not be held 
in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USCg 112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the maimer and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described 
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in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that 
the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

There is no basis in the specification, as originally filed, of the structure "wherein said 
elastic support device is positioned along a height of said inner casing vertically aligned adjacent 
to said orbiting scroll and said fixed scroll." 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

In claim 5, there is no reference fi*ame for "rear". Therefore it is not clear which surface 
of the fixed scroll is the rear surface. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 1, 5, 6, 8 and 9, as understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Matsuzaka (JP 3-96693) in view of Altstadt et al. Matsuzaka discloses the 
invention substantially as claimed (see figure 1 which shows an inner casing 3 connected to an 
outer casing 1 via elastic supporting means 18). However Matsuzaka does not disclose a scroll 
compressor. Altstadt et al. disclose an electric motor driven scroll compressor which is 
functionally equivalent to the rotary compressor of Matsuzaka. Scroll compressors are known 
for their high efficiency. In view of this teaching, it would have been obvious to substitute a 
scroll compressor for the rotary compressor of Matsuzaka. Note also loop pipe 24 of Matsuzaka, 

In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
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combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re 
Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 23 1 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

Regarding the examiner's statement that scroll compressors are functionally equivalent to 
rotary compressors such as the compressor of Matsuzaka, applicant requests that the examiner 
support this "allegation" with actual evidence in the official record. Scroll compressors are 
functionally equivalent to rotary compressors by the fact that both are positive displacement 
devices which increase the pressure of a fluid by compressing it. This is prima facie evidence. 

Applicant argues that "The Examiner's allegation that scroll compressors are more 
efficient than rotary compressors is unrelated to the claimed invention and/or any identified 
problem associated with Matsuzaka and/or Altstadt et al. Further, this allegation is not supported 
by actual evidence in the official record and is respectfully traversed." 

The high efficiency of scroll compressors is the basis for providing a motivation for 
combining the references. 

In response to apphcant's request for actual evidence in the official record which 
supports the examiner's statement, attention is directed to col. 1, lines 14 to 17 of Altstadt et al. 
which state that scroll compressors have a "capability for extremely efficient operation." 

Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Matsuzaka in view of Altstadt et al., as applied to claim 1 above, and fiirther in view of Ellis. 
Ellis discloses three springs 68 for elastically supporting the motor-compressor unit from the 
outer casing 14 and spring fixing members 56 and 66 for maintaining the orientation of the 
springs and for holding them in position. In view of these teachings, it would have been obvious 
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to use three springs to elasticaliy connect the inner and outer casings of Matsuzaka, and to 
provide spring fixing members. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 7 is allowed. 

Conclusion 

This application contains claim 4 drawn to an invention nonelected with traverse in Paper 
No. 5. A complete reply to the final rejection must include cancelation of nonelected claims or 
other appropriate action (37 CFR 1. 144) See MPEP § 821.01. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated fi-om the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be directed to 
the Customer Service Office whose telephone number is 703-306-5648. 

Any inquiry relating to patent applications in general should be directed to the Patent 
Assistance Center at 1-800-786-9199. 



M. Koczo, Jr./mnk 

September 2, 2003 

TEL 703-308-2630 

M-F7:30to 16:00 

FAX 703-872-9302 

After Final FAX 703-872-9303 




